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~ ^ n / uuovledge 01 uae opinions of responsible people on the assassination 

r - c — acl -t in an good as any, and 1 as;suro you mere has bean nothing this side 
'"'“"'V ’ ,ilAW caiumcfcer, not coning from the more ertrene eluseats of the right. 

, _ * L^-OS'-- _ -'o u.p s tnsn patients ox ^ pit 1 107.0. consistent v.-ihli 

•~ L “ 170 aj the typical ana utterly irrelevant "th nan Jack: i-ubenotein bom 

xoo o - “U.sonstc^ri* *' s rocal-L nc sue*" unu -q-i vif-t -.. .^-.4..*,... ^ ... ^ _ - 

. ^ U U-n wii£iu e.--X2^C\-iS J cill'.L Z- 0 - iyf;G IV C3?G ftrty 

* ls aardly a " Mgfl arity” i~ the Booth killin^, any nor* than the self* 

xs (.ration by Boston Corbett (who, by the Kay, changed his nano, too, but hr, Lattiaer 
n.ls to say in no tin; tins, iron what - pp, 1732 - 3 ). 


•■'* “ oa ® c^eck s w.ki ox tea footnotes, one finds two lies, i'hc first read", 
vSti: ' ld revo “ cs '7 a c—citisauskLp" and the second, -Oswald pledgee alleciaacc to Um,f 
cara;tUi t0 renounce Ms citizenship, ana ho n-.-vor got USSR MtizaasMu. 


•> otTSj. •_ 't 7 ii 


uj. you. are interested in those par, .11.. Is in the assassinations of the alii. fed 
iS.-iiO ins , cue . chief one, according to hr. hattiaer, seams to be that booth was shot 
-a neck while Oswald was shot in the abdomen (how much more "similar" can they be?)* 

Qay . : - not rp-- : v v -if (Msowhere and on p. 1?9y), that /both non wore 
repeatedly xn trouble with the authorities over a succession of ..inor inSractions"(u. 17 -^) 
onotnor ire; and "it is no loss than ra ng i ng that each of the accused wurddontial * * * 

assasans^ war successfully icilied by a single bullet... "(p. 1794 ;. by uncorstandin^ 

J * ews vJUJ:i "aaasiii.f" to nr. Lattiner one nay perhaps bettor evaluate the 
opinions he expressed of what he claims to have seen in* the. film one v»«,t lie claims 
it "completely" o roves. 


. ^ faat the ObwsIc ha^aut a single brush with. the law, when he was attacked 

V _~ a v ' aDaii extremist who hated the late Bre.ident. Sjjis is hardly “a succession of mino~’ 
nuraouoiis’’ through which Oswald wac "repeatedly in trouble with the authorities". I 'v-vc 
^-.ro®.,., . buui, you soiwu s,:mvj.e:: oi Oswald's anti- Cora.amist record, i’hov abound, should 

yOu. i;.L\X~~C ii iOP€3* 


. . . “ ut are y° u setang £ picture of the nan who is disqualified and. r th-.. contract 
out uecomes an excoert to the- "Ic^snoarv" ..... . .. , 

iiie 5" aotsao f ~ B rro - also quotes xxarshall as describing another 

sfe4vo.ee .0 tmj senator thus: “it was a pretty bad thing, 1 suppose... \s±cj What aakes 
one Aegfcuuary • is, A • supjose", how one decides who is export. 

• . - ^. h f, is Peering, or says he is, : , he has said for months he has been. 

i& x-ios-. critical of th- official account have access to this fii **-. -i'hat no>- : 

0611 °« ,,£i P^tty ban tning". no you may lean, if it hat ,.ns. ' * 
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